
Nowhere in that Act, either directly or by implication, is
there any warrant for the phrase above bracketed in the
quotation of Article 396. Not only is there no warrant in
that Act for recognizing as an alternative qualification "a
diploma from some accredited medical college," but the Act
expressly forbids such recognition. All applicants for
license to practice medicine in Texas are required by the
law (Article 3632) to submit to be thoroughly examined in
certain specified branches, "whether such applicants are
furnished with medical diplomas or not." Article 3637 cate¬
gorically defines the classes which are exempt from this ex¬
amination ; holders of diplomas are not therein exempted.
Article 3638 is cumulative on this point.

The bracketed clause is an unwarranted and mischievous
interpolation. The only other important Article of the com¬

pilers (398) was held by the court (French vs. S. 14 App. 75.)
to be inoperative because "irreconcilably in conflict with
the Act of 1876," and a modification was made to bring them
in harmony. Can it be doubted that if the question was

raised, Article 396 would also be held to be "irreconcilably
in conflict," not only with Article 3632 but with the ex¬

pressed purpose and policy of the Act as a whole?
F. W. Reilly, M.D.

Ex-Sec'y 111. State Board of Health.
Chicago, April 16, 1894.

From a Woman Physician.
An Open Letter to Dr. W. W. Parker.

Conant, Lake Co., Florida, April 6, 1894.
With the courtesy of a Virginia gentleman, and there are

none more courteous, and with the fairness of age and ex-

perience, will Dr. Parker listen to my story, and hear my
plea, before he utters sentence against me\p=m-\awoman phy-
sician?

My first year as doctor was spent as interne in a hospital
conducted by women for women. During the year there
were nearly one hundred births, two-thirds of which were

illegitimate. The rules of the institution admitted only un-

fortunate girls who were primipara. No mother was per-
mitted to leave without her child, nor child without its
mother, if both were living. There I heard their stories ;
shall I repeat them?

An ignorant child of fourteen a mother ! What is the age
of legal consent in your State? A domestic chloroformed
in an institution having male physicians; a girl over-

powered in a reputable physician's office. These for variety,
with the host of deceived by promise of marriage.

Afterward,I was the woman physician in an institution em¬

ploying one woman and several male physicians. Complaint
after complaint was poured into my ears by young women

patients, of insult and vile insinuation from one of the doc¬
tors. Reporting to headquarters, as I learned from my pred¬
ecessor's experience, called for an occasional apology on

the part of the offender and then was made the subject of
merriment and rude jest. Could Dr. Parker have stood in
my place and noted the obscene look and unhallowed touch
in the gynecological consulting room, I believe he would
have felt like striking. Babes were not in the program
there. I would not insinuate farther, for my position and
opinions were too thoroughly' understood for me to know
more. When the situation became unendurable I was told
that if these things were the cause of my resigning I would
not better myself, as I would find the same conditions every¬
where. One of the younger physicians who seemed a Chris¬
tian gentleman, told me that he had been as much shocked
as I, at first, but had found that all men told their jokes and
their dirty story, and he had come to tell his with the rest.

I learned afterward of his death. The immediate cause

was said to have been grief over the death of his young child
from blood poisoning.

Settling in a town with upwards of a dozen male practi¬
tioners, I was asked by one what I would do if appealed
to by an unfortunate girl. I replied: "Murder is murder. I
would as soon take a child from its crib and dash its brains
out, as to destroy the youngest fetus." He replied: "There
is not a doctor in town but has and will do it. You are no
friend to your sex." I had no reason to contradict his first
statement, but as to the last I loved woman too well to help
her add murder to her other sin. If mother love and the
touch of baby fingers did not save her to God and woman¬
hood nothing could. That it could, I had proof in many
cases where forsaken mothers had, in spite of all, carved for
themselves and their fatherless children an honorable place
in the world.

He gave me to understand that he had two abortion cases
on hand and had asked with a view to my helping him out.

In a practice of thirteen years, I can remember being ap¬
pealed to just twice—both times by women who had never
seen me before—one a girl ; one a wife with the consent of
her husband. The unfortunate girl vanished as she came,
plus the memory of a few earnest words. The wife was
delivered of a fine child in due time.

The Doctor strikes a strong blow in a much needed direc¬
tion when, in reference to "the preventive treatment against
children," he says: "We are standing upon the mouth of a
volcano wider than Vesuvius." And with all my woman's
heart and brain I honor him for it, as I reverence and honor
the God-like in man, but since as a girl I cried with my pet
cat over her dead kittens—killed by a neighboring torn cat
—I have never seen cause to hold the male element less
responsible for the slaughter of the innocents than in the
days of Herod.

Then, as now, men seem to fear the coming of Christ born
of woman, to dethrone earth's sensuality and cruelty.

This is my plea : "What God hath joined together let not
man put asunder," in the medical profession or elsewhere.

Let men and women join forces under the banner of Him
who said: "He that is without sin among you, let him first
cast a stone at her ;" and also : "Neither do I condemn thee ;
go, and sin no more."

Let us join forces all along the line, and fight this hydra-
headed monster to the death and save our nation.

O. E. Worcester, M.D.

For a Medical Jury.
Brackettville, Texas, April 15, 1894.

To the Editor::\p=m-\I hasten to the support of the suggestion
of your New York contributor (in No. 13 current volume)
for a revision of the statutes in a manner to provide for
"a jury of medical men in all cases where medical evidence
is required." I would establish at least one such jury in
every county. I would arraign for trial all professors of
clinical morphology, wherever they may be found at large,
and all speculators on the psycho-physical relations of man,
whether in the East or West. I would not try them by rule
of law, but simply attempt to find out what is the matter
with them. "If it is the physician's business intelligently
to treat disease, then here is a fine field for future develop-
ment." The jury would be required to clear and determine
such questions as this: What is the mental condition of a
medical man who writes about another to the Journal that
"his work was fruitless, not because it did not have all the
elements of truth, active and professional disgrace (to
quell) ; but because of the apathy of the profession itself."
And again, "he ate largely of oatmeal which of itself is a
paralyzing food." And again, "while it is right to use all
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